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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



AppUcation No,: O^fW^ /V/ 
Examiner: Msryiaiyi^^^ 

Tentative Participants: 

(3 ) ni^hn rbfxJ^z- 

Proposed Date of Interview; /\i)^f^ %^ 200^ 

Type of Interview Requested: 
(1) ^.Telephonic (2) ( ] Personal 



First Named Applicant: Ok cJl^ g 

Art Unit: Z)^H Status of Application: Ft^^l 



(2 ) ^gfiryurxw ^. /?rcM<^^Ar-U 

(4) 



Proposed Time: 0^\OO (AM/l^^ 



(3) [ ] Video Conference 



Exhibit To Be Shovm or Demonstrated: [ ] YES 
If yes, provide brief description: 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(Rej^ Obj., etc) 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 



Claims/ 

Figr #5 Prior 
MJI-2^,Z3 Art ^ ^ 



Discussed 




(4)_ 



[ ] Continuation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 



r 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[] 



Agreed 



[ 
[ ] 
[ ] 
r ] 



Not Agreed 

[ ] 
[] 
[ ] 
[ ] 



An interview was condncted on the above-identified application on 

NOTE: T his form should be completed by appUcant and submitted to the examiner in advance/ 
(smMPEP§ 713.01). ' 
This application wll not be delayed from issue because of applicant's faihire 
interview. Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance 
as soon as possible, ' 

"^^^.^ 

Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature 



the interview 



of this 
1.133(b)) 



Typed/Printed Name of Applicant or Representative 
Registration Number^ if applicable 




rfWrnTT " r«,«rpo ^ ^, i.iw. Xhe mTonmaon la reqiii»4 lo obuia or return n boidtt by die puWttc wbich is CO file (.nd br the 

llTpnLnt .nSxlrf! * ^ rt^ ^^o^^ ^ cwnplw* Ibn, IbnD uod/or snesc^iiofu for reducins this bunieiv should be sent to (ho Ourf lafbrmatiiin Officer 
?0-^^IJ^J^^ij^?S^^^ VA223I3-I4S0. DONOTSE>a) FlU^ OR CoiS?^D FoSS 

TOTHKAODREisi SE^a) TQ; Comimanoiicr for Paten tj, P,a Box 14S0, Alexandria, VA 2231M4S0. ^011*1/ ruiuiai 

JiO^Di/ need asslslance in completing th^ farm, call 1-800'PTO'9199 and select option 2. 
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DRAFT ARGUMENTS 

DATE: July 15, 2005 
TO; Olga Hernandez 

FROM: Martin Bader 
SERIAL NO: 09/940,141 
DOCKET: PD'201118; 

SUBTECT: Draft Arguments for Examiner Interview 

aaims 1, 11, 13 and 22 stand rejected under 35 USC §102(e) as being anticipated 
by Genty et al, (2002/0178361). Specifically, the office action cites figures 1 and 2 
of Genty for teaching the limitations of the independent claiins. 

Regarding independent claim 1, in part. Applicant daims, "receiving a request to 
establish a VPN session with a server-side system from at least one client 
computer out of a plurality of client computers coupled to a modem within a 
client-side system" and '''receiving a new request to establish a new VPN session 
with a different server-side system from a different client computer out of said 
plurality of client computers coupled to said modem within said client-side 
system/' Independent claim 1 recites at least two computers coupled to the same 
modem within a client side system. Figures 1 and 2 of Genty et al, do not show a 
plurality of computers coupled to the same modem within a client side system. 
Nor does the written description of Genty et al. disclose a plurality of computers 
coupled to the same modem within a client side system. 
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